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Public Scoping Meeting #2 -- Master Comment Listing 
 

The master comment listing below includes all comments received, in alphabetical order 
by commenter, as well as the corresponding reference number and response number. 
Each comment is presented verbatim as it was received in Section 4.0. Scanned 
images of each written comment are included in Appendix F and the court reporter 
transcript of verbal comments is included in Appendix G. All comment responses are 
included in Section 5. 
 

Reference 
# Name Comment Received Response # 
2 Adelman, D. Comment Card Comment Noted and Considered 

121 Adelman, D. Meeting Evaluation 16, 22 
10 Anonymous Comment Card 11 
19 Anonymous Comment Card 2, 4, 11 
28 Anonymous Comment Card 2 
36 Anonymous Comment Card 5 
38 Anonymous Comment Card 2, 6 
47 Anonymous Comment Card Comment Noted and Considered 
53 Anonymous Comment Card Comment Noted and Considered 
55 Anonymous Comment Card Comment Noted and Considered 
83 Anonymous Mail 1, 4, 16 
91 Anonymous Meeting Evaluation  1, 13 
93 Anonymous Meeting Evaluation  19 

111 Anonymous Meeting Evaluation  1, 4, 16 
99 Barrera, Carol Meeting Evaluation  4 
34 Barrera, Gilbert Comment Card 4 

100 Barrera, Gilbert Meeting Evaluation  4 
73 Bauer, Walter Email 2, 4 
60 Benedict, Emily Email 2, 4, 21 
35 Berrera, Carol Comment Card 4 
74 Brite, Thomas Email 4, 7 
43 Byler, Lloyd Comment Card 1 
97 Byler, Lloyd Meeting Evaluation  2, 4, 10 
23 Chambers, Jackson Comment Card Comment Noted and Considered 

107 Chambers, Jackson Meeting Evaluation  Comment Noted and Considered 
85 Cheatham, Cassandra Website 4, 17 
25 Coss, Cynthia V. Comment Card Comment Noted and Considered 

105 Coss, Cynthia V. Meeting Evaluation  Comment Noted and Considered 
79 de Greef, Nico Email 2, 4, 18, 15, 19 
44 Delao, Caesar Comment Card 2, 15 
96 Dixon, Don Meeting Evaluation  2, 4, 10 

129 Dixon, Don Court Reporter 4, 9, 16, 18, 21 
46 Dixon, Don   Comment Card 4, 13, 5 
45 Dixon, Don P. Comment Card 4, 5, 10 
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Reference 
# Name Comment Received Response # 

32 Dixon, Paul Comment Card 2 
101 Dixon, Paul Meeting Evaluation  Comment Noted and Considered 
89 Dodson, George Website 4, 9, 14 
57 Doucette, Richard E. Email Specific Response, see Section 5.2
14 Drewa, David A. Comment Card 2 

123 Farris, Pam Court Reporter 4, 9, 11, 12 
82 Fernandez, Jose L. Fax 2, 4, 7 
16 Fieseler, Hal Comment Card 7 

127 Fieseler, Hal Verbally Specific Response, see Section 5.2
5 Forster, Frosty Comment Card Comment Noted and Considered 

61 Galvan, Nicole Email 2, 4, 21 
49 Gay, Willis Comment Card Comment Noted and Considered 
84 Gebhart, Mike and Bev Mail Comment Noted and Considered 
88 Goodro, Thomas Website 4 
7 Gren, Eric Comment Card Comment Noted and Considered 

52 Griffin, Cindy Comment Card Comment Noted and Considered 
94 Griffin, Cindy Meeting Evaluation  Comment Noted and Considered 
77 Groomer, Georgina Email 2, 13 
86 Hall, Hollie Website 1, 2 
75 Hall, Les Email 2 
78 Hall, Terri Email Specific Response, see Section 5.2
67 Harren, Roylynn Email Comment Noted and Considered 
87 Hartwig, Bruce Website 4 
20 Javer, David Comment Card 2, 4 

110 Javer, David Meeting Evaluation  4, 9 
58 Johnson, Steve Email 1, 2, 4, 20 
11 Juen, Byron Comment Card 2 

115 Juen, Byron Meeting Evaluation  Comment Noted and Considered 
126 Juen, Byron Court Reporter Specific Response, see Section 5.2
65 Kayser, Jim Email 22 
62 Kennedy, B. Email 2, 4, 11, 19 
8 Kinchen, Kerry Comment Card 2, 4, 9 

117 Kinchen, Kerry Meeting Evaluation  10, 16 
42 Klein, Julie Comment Card 13 
33 Koch, Harris Comment Card 2 
24 Koch, J.E. Comment Card 2 

106 Koch, J.E. Meeting Evaluation  2 
21 Lamberth, Jimmy Comment Card 2 

109 Lamberth, Jimmy Meeting Evaluation  4 
22 Lamberth, Lou Comment Card 1, 2, 4 

108 Lamberth, Lou Meeting Evaluation  13, 16 
18 Land, Charles Comment Card 13 
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Reference 
# Name Comment Received Response # 

64 Lewis, Phil Email Specific Response, see Section 5.2
6 Lindsey, Keith Comment Card 8 

118 Lindsey, Keith Meeting Evaluation  4, 16 
1 Loeffler, Craig S. Comment Card 4 

122 Loeffler, Craig S. Meeting Evaluation  19 
48 Manny, David A. Comment Card Comment Noted and Considered 
41 Mather, Rees Comment Card 13 
98 Mather, Rees Meeting Evaluation  16 
15 McLaughlin, Mac Comment Card 2, 4 

113 McLaughlin, Mac Meeting Evaluation  Comment Noted and Considered 
29 Meuns, Jimmy Comment Card 1, 2 

103 Meuns, Jimmy Meeting Evaluation  16 
76 Napolitano, John Email 2 
80 Peace, Annalisa Email Specific Response, see Section 5.2
70 Pheasey, Chuck Email 2, 4, 15 ,19 
4 Phelps, Ken Comment Card 8 

119 Phelps, Ken Meeting Evaluation  Comment Noted and Considered 
71 Pichichero, Steve Email 2, 15 
56 Pickett, Kurtis Comment Card 2, 4 
66 Preble, Don Email Specific Response, see Section 5.2
81 Rasco, Tom Fax 2, 19 
40 Resedenchen Comment Card 2 
90 Rodriguez, R. Website Comment Noted and Considered 
12 Roos, Marita Comment Card 10 
39 Rutkowski, Paul Comment Card 2 
9 Sartor, Sudie Comment Card 4, 7, 12 

116 Sartor, Sudie Meeting Evaluation  16 
54 Seguin, Russell Comment Card Comment Noted and Considered 
92 Seguin, Russell Meeting Evaluation  16 

124 Seguin, Russell Court Reporter 9, 4, 11, 21 
128 Seguin, Russell Court Reporter 2, 11, 13, 16, 19 

3 Tedor, John Comment Card Comment Noted and Considered 
120 Tedor, John Meeting Evaluation  1, 2, 4, 16 
125 Tedor, John Court Reporter 1, 4, 11, 13, 16 
30 Terrill, Bob Comment Card 2 

102 Terrill, Bob Meeting Evaluation  4, 3 
68 Thomsen, K. Email 2, 19 

13 
Throckmorton, Robert 
W. Comment Card 2, 4 

114 
Throckmorton, Robert 
W. Meeting Evaluation  2 

17 Towsley, Joyce Comment Card Comment Noted and Considered 
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Reference 
# Name Comment Received Response # 

112 Towsley, Joyce Meeting Evaluation  4, 9 
51 Towsley, Robert Comment Card Comment Noted and Considered 
95 Towsley, Robert Meeting Evaluation  Comment Noted and Considered 
27 Tremallo, Robin Comment Card 2 

104 Tremallo, Robin Meeting Evaluation  2, 10 
26 Uhl, Beverly J. Comment Card 2, 10 
50 Uhl, M. Comment Card Comment Noted and Considered 
59 Wardlaw, Peggy Email 4, 15 
69 Williams, T.J. Email Comment Noted and Considered 
31 Wilson, Ewel D. Comment Card Comment Noted and Considered 
37 Xidas, D. Comment Card Comment Noted and Considered 
63 Xidas, Demitra Email 1, 2, 20 
72 Young, Howard Email 15 
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          2   

          3   

          4   

          5                 2ND PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING FOR U.S. 281

          6                  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (EIS)

          7   

          8   

          9                            NOVEMBER 17, 2009

         10   

         11   

         12                        SPRING HILL EVENT CENTER

         13                         2455 Celebration Drive

         14                        San Antonio, Texas 78261

         15   

         16   

         17   

         18   

         19   

         20   

         21   

         22   

         23   

         24   

         25   
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          1                                I N D E X
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          2   

          3   

          4      ORAL COMMENTS GIVEN BY:  PAM FARRIS

          5                               RUSSELL SEGUIN

          6   

          7      PRESENTATION GIVEN BY:   JIMMY ROBERTSON

          8                               MICHAEL SEXTON

          9   

         10      SMALL-GROUP WORK SESSION INSTRUCTIONS GIVEN BY:

         11                               LINDA XIMENES

         12   

         13      COMMENTS GIVEN BY SMALL-GROUP REPRESENTATIVES

         14   

         15      ORAL COMMENTS GIVEN BY:  JOHN TEDOR

         16                               BYRON JUEN

         17                               HAL FIESELER

         18                               RUSSELL SEGUIN

         19                               DON DIXON

         20   

         21   

         22   

         23   

         24   

         25   

3
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          1                     MS. PAM FARRIS:  Okay.  Basically, I don't

          2      think that we need to have toll roads, especially at this

          3      point.  Obama, George -- Our country is already in such a

          4      recession, and it looks like they're trying to bankrupt the
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          5      whole United States.  And with people unemployed, if we're

          6      going to go into a depression or whatever is going to

          7      happen, people certainly cannot afford toll roads.

          8           We had the money.  The taxpayers have given the money to

          9      expand 281, as well as 1604, but it's because of government

         10      corruption, nonresponsibility of -- you know, irresponsible

         11      fiscal use of the money.  You know, waste -- government

         12      waste.  You know, corruption is the only -- you know, that's

         13      the reason that we don't have the money, is because the

         14      people who are supposed to be watching over and taking care

         15      of that money spent it on other things.  And so we've got

         16      the money.  So whoever spent it, pay it back to the

         17      taxpayers and use their own millions of dollars since

         18      they've spent ours.

         19           But we cannot afford to have any kind of toll roads.  We

         20      need to expand 281, but we certainly don't need any 20-lane

         21      road.  Give me a break.  You know, how asinine is that?  I

         22      think whenever you get into government, some way you lose

         23      all common sense and everything is only on me, me, me, and

         24      how can I get some money and how can this benefit me.  But,

         25      you know, they're supposed to be working for the taxpayers

3
                                                                        4

          1      that pay their salaries, and we paid the money for the

          2      expansion of roads.

          3           We certainly do not need 20 lanes and we do not need a

          4      toll -- toll roads.  We've already paid for it.  Put the

          5      money where it's supposed to be used for and you wouldn't

          6      have these problems.

          7   
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          8   

          9   

         10   

         11   

         12   

         13   

         14   

         15   

         16   

         17   

         18   

         19   

         20   

         21   

         22   

         23   

         24   

         25   
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          1                     MR. RUSSELL SEGUIN:  What we want done on 281

          2      is for the overpasses to be put in what we have paid for.

          3      Myself, my family, my friends that live in this area, have

          4      not paid taxes for last 25, 30 years to have a toll road put

          5      in.

          6           I'd like to know how is it possible that Comal County

          7      finds the resources to put their overpass in at 1863 and 281

          8      ten years ago?  Maybe our politicians in Bexar County should

          9      call the officials in Comal County and find out how they did

         10      it because, apparently, they have knowledge and information
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         11      resources that we, in Bexar County, do not have.

         12           Also, we're being told that there is just not enough

         13      money to fix all the roads the way they need to be when, I

         14      think, it's a matter of prioritizing.  It appears that TxDOT

         15      has chosen to spread the money out to areas that really

         16      don't need attention right now as in 37 and Military Highway

         17      where they're redoing the interchange.  That could have been

         18      put off until 281, for example, is finished.

         19           We want the overpasses that we paid for, nothing else.

         20      Thank you.

         21   

         22   

         23   

         24   

         25   

3
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          1                     MS. TERRY CARTEL:  My name is Terry Cartel,

          2      and I'm the Executive Director of the Alamo Regional

          3      Mobility Authority, and we are the entity that's responsible

          4      for working with the Texas Department of Transportation,

          5      Federal Highway Administration, in preparing this

          6      Environmental Impact Statement for Highway 281.

          7           And first and foremost, I want to thank each of you for

          8      taking time out of your busy evening.  We all have a lot of

          9      commitments, I know, in our daily lives and our evenings are

         10      precious to us.  And I also know that this community has

         11      spent a lot of time on this topic and have attended a number

         12      of meetings related to 281.

         13           I hope you find that tonight's meeting and the format, in
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         14      particular, provides an opportunity for you to be more

         15      engaged with a range of alternatives that are being

         16      considered as a part of this study process.

         17           And with that, again, welcome and I will turn it over to

         18      our team that's going to be working with you this evening.

         19      Thank you.

         20                     MR. JIMMY ROBERTSON:  Thanks a lot, Terry.

         21      Hi, everybody.  My name is Jimmy Robertson.  I work for

         22      Jacobs and I am the project manager for the 281

         23      Environmental Impact Statement project.  I want to thank

         24      everybody for coming out tonight.

         25           We have sort of an unusual meeting format.  Many of you

3
                                                                        7

          1      have been coming to 281 meetings, I suspect, maybe for years

          2      now.  Who has ever been to a 281 meeting before?  (Hands

          3      raised)  That's a lot of us.  Tonight, though, we're going

          4      to do something a little bit different, a little more

          5      engaging.

          6           And what we'd like to do is, after a short presentation,

          7      kind of have a conversation.  We want -- we want -- we want

          8      to have a dialogue.  Linda Ximenes, our public involvement

          9      lead, is going to talk with you a little bit about the

         10      small-group work sessions.  I really encourage you-all to

         11      stick around after the presentation.  We should be done by

         12      around 7:00 o'clock and then we're going to get into these

         13      small-group work sessions, do a couple of exercises.  We're

         14      going to ask you-all to talk among yourselves.  And then,

         15      after that, we'll report out to the group kind of what

         16      you-all talked about.
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         17           So it's a little different than maybe what we've been

         18      doing in the past and we hope it'll be useful to you and

         19      useful to us.  Certainly, to us because what we're doing

         20      tonight is called scoping.  We're in the scoping part of the

         21      EIS process, and what that means is we're literally trying

         22      to identify all of the key issues, the project lead and

         23      purpose, the alternatives for solutions to the problems we

         24      have on U.S. 281.  And it's important that, as we go through

         25      this -- this process, that we spend a lot of time talking

3
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          1      with you-all.  So we -- we've already had one -- See if I

          2      can get this.  Talking about the importance of community

          3      engagement in the scoping process.

          4           We've had one public scoping meeting already that was

          5      back in August.  And did anybody come to that meeting who is

          6      here tonight?  (Hands raised)  Great.  Some of you may

          7      recognize some of the exhibits.  We brought those forward

          8      again for folks that are coming for the first time.  So

          9      we've also had two community advisory committee meetings.

         10      Who, here, is from the community advisory committee for U.S.

         11      281?  Could you raise your hands?  (Hands raised)  Thank you

         12      all very much for coming.

         13           These folks are meeting on a regular basis to work more

         14      closely with our team in identifying key issues, helping us

         15      solve -- work through the problems and come up with some

         16      solutions for 281.  We have been able to learn from the last

         17      several months of working with the agencies in the community

         18      about what's important to this project.  And we've

         19      identified some needs and some purposes.
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         20           If you've gone around the exhibits tonight, you've seen

         21      some of the work that we've been able to pull together

         22      regarding quality of life, regarding functionality, safety

         23      and growth issues.  And from those needs, we've been able to

         24      identify several major purposes of the project, and those

         25      are to address growth, improve safety, improve functionality

3
                                                                        9

          1      and enhance quality of life.  Those are pretty general

          2      statements.  And so we have spent some time going to the

          3      community advisors, to the agencies, reviewing the record,

          4      and we've come up with about sixteen objectives that are a

          5      little more specific.  They're still not super specific, but

          6      they're a little more descriptive of what we would look for

          7      for any alternative that would be advanced.

          8           So tonight we're asking you several questions.  One of

          9      the questions is, do we have these objectives down or are

         10      there other objectives or how would we change these

         11      objectives that we've identified?  Another one of the

         12      questions is what about the range of alternatives that have

         13      been identified?  The alternatives evaluation process that

         14      we're going through right now.  We also have some

         15      recommendations for you about what alternatives to eliminate

         16      from further consideration and which alternatives to carry

         17      forward for further evaluation.

         18           Where we're leading with all this is by January or

         19      February of next year we will have conducted additional

         20      screening of alternatives and be coming back out to the

         21      community advisors, to the agencies that are working with us

         22      and to the public in a meeting like this to recommend a set
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         23      of reasonable alternatives that will be carried forward for

         24      detailed evaluation in the draft EIS.  So that's kind of

         25      what we're up to tonight.

3
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          1           Again, thank you so much for coming out on a cold night

          2      in San Antonio.  I'm going to ask Michael Sexton now to come

          3      up and talk with you a little bit about the alternatives

          4      development process.  Michael is our corridor planning

          5      engineer.

          6                     MR. MICHAEL SEXTON:  Thank you.  Can

          7      everybody hear me?  Okay.  I'm just going to go without that

          8      because I couldn't do it, and I apologize.  I'm going to be

          9      moving very quickly, but I recognize that as comfortable as

         10      these seats are, you'd just as sooon get up.  So we're going

         11      to take a whirlwind tour through the alternatives analysis,

         12      if I can get it to work.

         13           All right.  The alternatives analysis that we're going

         14      through is much like if you go gem mining.  You get some

         15      dirt out of the ground, hopefully, it's got some gems in it.

         16      You run it through the first course sieve and you get the

         17      biggest rocks out.  And that's what we're doing up here at

         18      the top where we are.

         19           We have a large number of alternatives that we worked

         20      together with you in the meeting in August and we're doing a

         21      preliminary analysis.  We're going to refine things a little

         22      bit in the second level and go to a much more detailed

         23      analysis in the third level and the final alternatives or

         24      packages of alternatives will be carried forward in the EIS.

         25      So the level of analysis increases as we move down through

Page 9



US281 PM2 - Court Reporter Comments.txt

3
                                                                       11

          1      the process, but your involvement is a constant.  We are

          2      very interested.  And tonight we're not coming out telling

          3      you what we found, we're coming out with what we think are

          4      some reasonable recommendations and looking for your input.

          5           Level one, the analysis that we have just completed,

          6      leads us to some recommendations based on whether we're

          7      compatible with regional plans based on whether the

          8      technology is proven somewhere in the United States and, of

          9      course, if there are serious adverse impacts associated with

         10      some of these solutions.

         11           We'll be coming back with level two and level three, and

         12      we heard about the concern that the community has that was

         13      illustrated a couple of weeks ago at the `MTL meeting that

         14      was held out here and we are going to look at highway

         15      alternatives as both a toll and nontoll solution so that you

         16      can see what the differences are in terms of some of the

         17      other criteria that we'll be measuring in the EIS.  Also,

         18      again, public comment is key.  We're very interested in

         19      everything that you have to say and -- and think during the

         20      process.

         21           Now, let's move very quickly into the preliminary

         22      alternatives.  We had 21 alternatives after the August

         23      meeting.  We begin with the no-build alternative and we use

         24      a number of transit alternatives, both of a fixed guideway

         25      or a rail solution, as well as a nonguide way solution such

3
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          1      as you have in the corridor today.  Then, we also have

          2      highway improvements and we have other types of improvements

          3      that don't involve either necessarily directly highway or

          4      transit.  Let's move in very quickly.

          5           The no-build alternative is our baseline.  Everything that

          6      we do or consider doing in the corridor, we want to measure

          7      against this.  So there are some things that are going to be

          8      built in the next couple of years such as the smart street

          9      improvement -- super street, I'm sorry -- and the

         10      improvements to the 1604-281 interchange.  Because those are

         11      a short-term solution that we know is going to happen, we're

         12      incorporating them in no-build.  To not do so would be to

         13      overstate the amount of need that we have in the corridor

         14      and it would be biased in the alternative.

         15           Additionally, the MPO has a long-range 2035 plan that has

         16      a number of improvements.  We're incorporating all of this

         17      improvement except any improvements that would be in the

         18      study area; that is, from 1604 north eight miles.  We're

         19      taking any improvements that might be in the MPO plan out so

         20      that we have that no-build condition.  And then as we look

         21      at different improvements and strategies, we can see how

         22      they adjust or how they change factors such as travel time

         23      and other criteria that we'll be using.

         24           All right.  Transit alternatives.  There's a heavy rail

         25      alternative that's used in San Francisco, Atlanta and

3
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          1      Washington, D.C. and a number of other areas.  Great system

          2      if you've ever been on it, but we are recommending that it

          3      not be continued because San Antonio is not considering this
Page 11
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          4      technology within the larger community and we want this

          5      study area to be incorporated into the rest of the area.  So

          6      you can make a trip beginning here and going someplace else.

          7           Commuter rail is another popular solution.  It's used in

          8      places like Dallas and it relies on freight rail lines.  Lot

          9      of people use it in the city that it's used in, but we're,

         10      again, recommending that it not be carried forward because,

         11      number one, you don't have a freight rail line out in this

         12      corridor.  And number two, they're not planning on the rest

         13      of the 281 corridor to put this in place.  So, again, it

         14      would be an eight-mile solution within a 20- or 30-mile

         15      universe and probably not a cost-effective solution as a

         16      result.

         17           Next, we have monorail.  Monorail is a futuristic-looking

         18      alternative.  It's employed in Seattle and Las Vegas.  Works

         19      well in those cities, but we are not, again, recommending it

         20      here in this corridor because the rest of the community is

         21      not going to use monorail.  And we've been working very

         22      closely with VIA during this process in order to make sure

         23      that we were on the same page that they were.  And they do,

         24      in fact, agree with us that this is not a solution that

         25      would make sense at this time.

3
                                                                       14

          1           Automated guideway transit is another option.  You've

          2      seen it any time you go to a major airport and it's a great

          3      technology, but it's a short-distance technology and because

          4      of its relatively low speed and short distance that it

          5      serves, we don't think that it's a good solution here in the

          6      corridor.
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          7           Next up, personal rapid transit.  This is a futuristic

          8      technology.  In 20 years we may see this dominating a number

          9      of cities, but today, there's only one place that it's

         10      located and that's in West Virginia University and it's only

         11      in a single short linear corridor.  We don't think that we

         12      need to experiment with your needs for transportation in a

         13      very congested corridor and, as a result, we're recommending

         14      that we not carry this technology forward.

         15           Well, sounds pretty negative if you ask me.  Can't we say

         16      something positive in here?  Well, yes, we can.  Light rail

         17      transit is in 32 different cities around the country.  It's

         18      very popular in Portland, Oregon, San Diego, Utah -- Salt

         19      Lake City, Utah, Dallas, Fort Worth, Houston.  All very

         20      popular.  We're recommending that it be carried forward.

         21           Right on its heels is another technology called street

         22      car or sometimes modern street car.  It's making its

         23      appearance.  Again, it started in Portland, Oregon, and we

         24      also see these are technologies that VIA is considering in

         25      the rest of the corridor and so we're carrying them forward.
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          1           Another option is bus.  We start out with the tried and

          2      true fixed route bus such as you have down on Sonterra today

          3      and we recommend that that continue forward.  We're also

          4      looking at express bus.  This might operate within the

          5      corridor.  It might make five, six stops within the study

          6      area and then travel closed door down 281 or across 1604 to

          7      another major activity center where it would open its doors

          8      and have five or six stops so that it gets you from Point A

          9      to Point B relatively fast.  And we're recommending that
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         10      this be carried forward.

         11           Bus rapid transit is something that VIA is looking at in

         12      the Fredericksburg corridor and it is something that the

         13      federal government is very, very positive on.  They see this

         14      as the wave of the future.  It's, essentially, a

         15      futuristic-looking bus that moves through signals very

         16      quickly and has all kinds of advantages such as faster

         17      loading and unloading, reduced-fair collection systems so

         18      that it's very, very useful.  And we're recommending that

         19      this be carried forward.

         20           Now let's take a look at some of the highway alternatives.

         21      First thing, if we've got congestion on 281 today, why don't

         22      we just add a couple more lanes out on 281 by itself?  You

         23      know, if we've got this kind of congestion, let's just add

         24      another lane right over here and see what happens.  And

         25      that's an alternative.  We're going to look at that.  We're
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          1      also going to look at grade separated interchanges.

          2           Now, this is Wurzbach.  And what we've done -- or what

          3      someone has done is they have built an overpass across a

          4      congested intersection, reducing the number of conflicts so

          5      that traffic can flow smoother.  And you'll notice this on

          6      ramp right here has a driveway connected into it.  This is

          7      the simplest solution where, rather than building a whole

          8      set of additional facilities to take this traffic off, we

          9      just make the minor change -- well, not minor, but we make a

         10      change at the intersection to reduce the conflicts and we

         11      still have the conflicts at certain driveways.  It's not the

         12      most desirable solution, but it's probably better than what
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         13      you have today.

         14                     SPEAKER:  Doesn't that -- Is that like at the

         15      airport?  Is that what's called a grade separated

         16      intersection at the airport?

         17                     MR. MICHAEL SEXTON:  Well, that's a whole

         18      directional separated interchange.  You don't see any of

         19      those fly-over ramps here.  This is the simplest step up

         20      from what you have.  That's a good question, though.  But

         21      another thing we could do, if we got too much congestion on

         22      281, is we can try and get traffic off of 281, put it on

         23      parallel corridors.

         24           Now, obviously, the two parallel corridors that we have

         25      today are Blanco and Bulverde and today, largely, they're
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          1      two-lane roads, get over capacity at different times during

          2      the day, but there are plans in the 2035 plan to make them

          3      four or possibly, even in some sections, six lanes wide.

          4      And all we propose to do is add onto that.

          5           And one thing I would like to state, just for

          6      clarification, is there's some concern that if -- and I use

          7      the word if -- you were to toll 281, you wouldn't be allowed

          8      to make these improvements that are already planned in the

          9      long-range plan.  But the reality of the matter is that

         10      because these are in the long-range plan, they're

         11      grandfathered in and if someone were to decide to do a toll

         12      on 281, these would be eligible to move ahead regardless.

         13           Another consideration is let's just build a whole new

         14      corridor.  Unfortunately, as you look through this area,

         15      this is 281 and this is Bulverde and here is Blanco over
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         16      here.  You can see there really isn't a place that we could

         17      get through without being a bull in a china shop.  As a

         18      result, we're recommendeding that we not carry this forward

         19      because there are just too many impacts otherwise.

         20           Now, another thing we could do is we could upgrade 281 to

         21      what we would call an expressway.  Here is 281 south of 1604

         22      in the what I call the Grand Canyon section and you have --

         23      here is what you have today.  You have streets that connect

         24      to cross streets and connect to driveways and businesses and

         25      then you have the expressway down in the canyon itself so
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          1      that traffic can move through it.  If you're long-distance

          2      traffic, you get down here; if you're short-distance

          3      traffic, you stay up here.  And this is what we're talking

          4      about with functionality.  We're trying to provide for both

          5      movements at the same time.

          6           Another variation of that is found in Tampa, Florida.

          7      And here, what they've done is they've actually created a

          8      directional three-lane expressway that's built above the

          9      existing facility.  And this is a cut-away section.  You

         10      don't need a hot air balloon or an elevator to get up to

         11      that particular area.  But -- Yes, sir.

         12                     SPEAKER:  We kind of did the same thing on

         13      I-10.  It's going to town.  There's an elevated section that

         14      does something similar.

         15                     MR. MICHAEL SEXTON:  Yes.  Yes.  Exactly.

         16      Good point.  Thank you.  All right.  And we're recommending

         17      all of these get carried forward.

         18           Another consideration not done in San Antonio, but
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         19      certainly done in Dallas and Houston and other parts of the

         20      country, is an HOV lane.  An HOV lane is something that's

         21      becoming more popular now.  HOV lanes came out.  They move

         22      more people per hour than a common freeway lane, but the

         23      problem is those of you that don't -- aren't eligible to

         24      ride in those HOV lanes, you look across and you see empty

         25      pavement.  You say, 'What a waste.  Look at all these cars
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          1      that are stacked up in my lanes.  Why shouldn't we be

          2      allowed to move over in those other lanes?'.

          3           Well, the government has given consideration to that and

          4      what they've done is they've started renting out that blank

          5      space of pavement.  And if you are driving in a vehicle that

          6      doesn't have enough people in it to qualify as an HOV,

          7      whether that's a carpool, van pool or a bus, they allow you

          8      to jump over in that lane and pay a toll to use that free of

          9      congestion.

         10           Now, if you choose to use that, obviously, you pay for it.

         11      The people that you leave behind in the other lanes actually

         12      get a benefit because you're not there anymore.  And so

         13      their traffic congestion goes down a little bit, your

         14      traffic congestion goes down a lot and, again, you have the

         15      choice:  You can stay in the lane or you can go over.  And,

         16      again, you don't take an existing lane to do any of these

         17      things.  You have to create a new lane to do that.  And,

         18      again, we're suggesting that this be carried forward.

         19           Finally, we come to some other alternatives on 281.  In

         20      the Mobility 2035 plan, and as described back in the board

         21      back there, there's plans to do growth management.
Page 17



US281 PM2 - Court Reporter Comments.txt

         22      Essentially, to say, okay, 1604 will allow development after

         23      2015.  We'll allow development to continue in there, but in

         24      the rest of the county, we're going to stop.  We're not

         25      going to encourage any more development.  And what that does
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          1      is it tends to reduce the length of travel that you have to

          2      make to get from home to work and it just makes more

          3      efficient use of the system, makes transit more desirable

          4      and more efficient.  And this is part of the 2035 plan.

          5           Another consideration would be bike and pedestrian

          6      facilities.  You might say, well, you know, if we go out in

          7      the corridor, we can't solve the problems with bikes or

          8      pedestrians facilities.  And you're probably right, but what

          9      we can do is we can improve the quality of life and we can

         10      serve some percentage of the traffic in the corridor

         11      relatively easy by putting in these facilities.  So maybe

         12      they aren't stand-alone facilities, but as part of a

         13      package, they form a comprehensive solution.  And coupled

         14      with some of the other alternatives, they get us to where we

         15      need to go.  And transportation system management merely

         16      says, let's make more efficient use of what we have.  The

         17      super street is a good example of something here, improved

         18      intersection of signal operation.

         19           Other things that we might consider is encouraging ride

         20      sharing and instant management system such as Guide Star has

         21      in much of the rest of the corridor.  Doesn't cost much, can

         22      be put in quickly and easily and is part of the solution.

         23           Now, finally, travel management.  This is transportation

         24      system management on steroids.  Here, instead of just
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         25      putting a carrot out that we'd like you to do these things
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          1      that would be more efficient, in some parts of the country,

          2      they use travel demand management to force people to do

          3      things that is more efficient use of the system.  They may

          4      go in and say all employers over 500 people have to have

          5      their people arrive at staggered periods and alternate work

          6      schedules, things of that nature.

          7           So, in summary, there were six alternatives that we

          8      recommended for deletion:  Heavy rail, commuter rail,

          9      monorail, automated guideway, personal rapid transit and a

         10      new parallel highway corridor.  We are still carrying

         11      forward fifteen alternatives.  The no-build, of course, will

         12      always be in there and then the other alternatives that I've

         13      discussed previously.

         14           Now, at this time, I'd like to call on Linda and Linda is

         15      going to tell you how much fun you can have.

         16                     MS. LINDA XIMENES:  Hi, everybody.  You have

         17      an agenda that looks like this and on the back side it has

         18      something that says "A small group work set."  That's what

         19      I'm going to talk to you a little bit about right now.  You

         20      also have a yellow sheet that has a number up in the corner.

         21      The yellow paper says part one and on the corner, up on the

         22      right-hand corner of that yellow sheet there's a number.

         23      You find it?  That number is the table that we're asking you

         24      to sit at.  You've been randomly divided up into these

         25      tables and we had started with a lot more tables, but we
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          1      have fewer people than what we had anticipated, so we're

          2      going to ask some of you who are assigned to higher-number

          3      tables to move into a lower-numbered table, but I'll get to

          4      that in just a second.

          5           At your table, there'll be a facilitator who will work

          6      with you to help you to move through the tasks that we're

          7      asking you to do in the next hour or so because we're going

          8      to work in small groups for about an hour and then come back

          9      together and each group will report from their group kind of

         10      what they talked about so that you can hear what was

         11      discussed in the other groups.

         12           Everybody's going to have the same questions, everybody's

         13      going to have the same worksheets, but because there are

         14      different people in the different groups, you'll have little

         15      bit different discussions.  There might be some things that

         16      get emphasized in one that don't in another.  And so that's

         17      why we do the report afterwards.

         18           So after you work in your small group, there'll be -- in

         19      your small group, the facilitator will ask you to identify a

         20      recorder.  Somebody who's going to write down notes on a

         21      worksheet that we have that we'll give you and you'll

         22      have -- you'll work on this yellow sheet first, which is

         23      part one.  It looks at the purpose and -- the need and

         24      purpose and the objectives.  There will be things that Jimmy

         25      and -- and Michael went over with you just a few minutes ago
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          1      in the presentation and you'll work on that worksheet with
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          2      your facilitator and then you'll have a conversation about

          3      that just to talk a little bit about what your thoughts were

          4      about the different purposes, your needs and purpose and the

          5      worksheet itself.

          6           Then we'll have a second part, part two, that will ask

          7      you to look at all the different alternatives that Michael

          8      just went through.  That's listed -- That's a white

          9      worksheet.  That's a big sheet of paper.  It's this one that

         10      looks like this.  It's a big sheet.  Looks like this.  Your

         11      facilitator will go over that with you in the small groups.

         12      It's also part of your packet.  There's a worksheet there.

         13      That second worksheet.  Then you'll work that also with your

         14      facilitator and then you'll have a conversation about that

         15      worksheet, as well.

         16           So you'll have an opportunity to talk about the needs and

         17      purpose and how those objectives relate to that and then

         18      you'll also have an opportunity to talk about and look at

         19      how the alternatives -- these different alternatives that

         20      were presented right now that are being carried forward, how

         21      those relate to the purposes of the -- of the study or the

         22      improvements, rather.  So we'll ask you to do that.

         23           You'll have about an hour to do that in and then we're

         24      going to ask -- at the end of your conversation, we're going

         25      to ask one of you-all from your group to volunteer to be a
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          1      recorder to talk about this, the highlights of your

          2      conversation; not to give a detailed, you know, blow-by-blow

          3      thing, but just a one-minute synopsis or summary of the

          4      conversations that you-all had in your small groups.  Are
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          5      there any questions about the process?  I mean, your

          6      facilitator will go over all this with you, as well, in just

          7      a minute.  Okay.  No questions?

          8           The tables that we're going to be using are back here in

          9      the back.  The ones right straight back here are numbered 1

         10      through 10.  And then, if you go through these doors right

         11      over here, there's a table -- I'm sorry, 1 through 9 is over

         12      here and if you go through this door, table 10 is right over

         13      here.  If you have a number higher than 10, 11 or higher, if

         14      you will just go to whichever these ten tables set, where

         15      people are at, if you will just sit at one of those tables,

         16      as long as it's not a full table.  Okay?  We wanted to do

         17      this randomly, so this is just another way of doing it

         18      randomly.  Okay?

         19           And let me just introduce your -- in table 1, Sonia

         20      Jimenez will be your facilitator.  At table 2, it'll be

         21      Tricia Bruck; at table 3, it'll be Leigh-Ann Fabianke; table

         22      4 is Bethany Feinstein; table 5 is Laura Christ; table 6 is

         23      Lori Ivy; table 7 is Jeff Casbeer; table 8 is Krista

         24      McDermid; table 9 is Larry Allen and table 10 is Brett

         25      Altman.  So those are the facilitators.  They'll introduce
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          1      themselves when they sit down to the table and you'll have

          2      about an hour to work.  So if you would go to your table

          3      now.  The restrooms are back here to the back on your left

          4      if you need to do that either before or after.

          5                        (Small-group discussions)

          6                     MS. LINDA XIMENES:  We will now ask you to

          7      stop to report.  What I'm going to do is ask you to do a
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          8      one-minute summary of what your conversation was about.

          9      Okay?  You can choose anything that was good on the recorder

         10      sheet.  I'm going to ask you to stop and then only the

         11      groups that have something different to report, then we'll

         12      ask you to report what the conversation was in your group.

         13      I'm going to start with group 1.

         14                     SPEAKER:  The three most interesting things

         15      our small group said was there's been too much delay and too

         16      much indecision on 281.  There's too many options in these

         17      plans and there's -- we're not happy with the continued

         18      diversions on gas tax.  It needs to stop.  We had a range of

         19      opinions.  Or did.

         20           What was our range of opinions?  We really didn't have a

         21      range of opinion or wide range of opinion.  We pretty much

         22      agreed on a nontoll freeway.  And we agreed on one thing,

         23      change 1604 to an expressway, the frontage road and no

         24      tolls.  We should have a plan with reasonable costs and

         25      then -- reasonable cost and minimal time.
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          1                     MS. LINDA XIMENES:  Group 4.

          2                     SPEAKER:  My name is Demi, group number 4,

          3      and the three most interesting things that my group talked

          4      about were maximizing state and federal monies and other

          5      nontoll resources, and I think we're with Group No. 1 over

          6      here, with the emphasis on nontoll resources.  Important

          7      advantages, if any:  Reducing traffic time and adding

          8      additional capacity to accommodate the growth, reducing

          9      travel times, improving access to adjacent roads and cross

         10      streets, reducing the conflict between local access and --

Page 23



US281 PM2 - Court Reporter Comments.txt
         11      you know, for -- just for safety reasons and the main

         12      highway, you know, the local access roads.  And reducing

         13      crash rates.

         14           And, also, we did talk a little bit about diverting gas

         15      -- gasoline tax money to other projects instead of keeping

         16      what it's supposed to be for, kind of like Social Security

         17      in that.

         18                     MS. LINDA XIMENES:  Group No. 9.

         19                     SPEAKER:  My name's Julie Klein.  We

         20      discussed some of the same things that the other groups

         21      have, but there was also a lot of talk about the whole

         22      process has been very long and drawn out.  And one of the

         23      concerns that also came up was that if we really do

         24      drastically expand 281 north of 1604, what happens to 281

         25      when you go into town?  Is it just going to bottleneck
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          1      there?  You may stop a problem maybe going on at the

          2      northern end, but then at the southern end, you have a big

          3      problem 'cause there's nowhere to go.

          4           And that there was a lot of feeling from the group that

          5      the -- particularly the first form.  It was very difficult

          6      to manuever and really know how to honestly answer and

          7      understand issues.

          8                     SPEAKER:  My name's Miley LaRouse and three

          9      most interesting things people said was why are we still

         10      considering light rail street cars?  We already shot this

         11      down several times.  And the current plans -- regional plans

         12      don't necessarily address all solutions so when -- that was

         13      in the objectives.  It was also mentioned that possible
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         14      public-private partnerships are to be part of those plans.

         15      So that's not satisfactory.  They're illegal.  And I forget

         16      what number three was.  I guess there wasn't anything

         17      interesting.

         18           We had a range of opinions on everything.  Some of us

         19      were more environmentally oriented and some people wanted

         20      bike/ped.  Others said we just need to expand 281 north.

         21           What did we agree on?  Didn't like light rail, street

         22      cars, waste of money.  Those need to go.  Options like

         23      transportation management too prescriptive.  We agreed that

         24      we need to consider cost, obviously, to fund resources.

         25                     SPEAKER:  My name is Carol Herrera.  Our
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          1      group was very focused on the need to move the most amount

          2      of cars down the road in the least amount of time and agreed

          3      that eliminating traffic lights would be a good way to do

          4      that, but also said this is great, but we have a political

          5      problem here because we need to pay for this process.  So

          6      how are we going to do that.  So spent a lot of time

          7      discussing how our roads are funded in the first place and

          8      we really need to protect our transportation funds.  So just

          9      recognizing the political issues there.

         10           We were very heavily in favor of expressway options 7

         11      through 10, especially number 10 where, as a group, we were

         12      in agreement that we do not want toll roads.  We were

         13      unanimous in that.  And that's pretty much it.  Anything

         14      else that I missed?  And, of course, we care about the

         15      environment, too.

         16                     SPEAKER:  My name is Ann, and the most
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         17      interesting thing that we talked about were quality of life,

         18      safety and water quality.  We thought those were very

         19      important.  We also thought the bike-walking ped lanes were

         20      nonproductive and we thought that item 10 was very

         21      practical.  I don't have it written down, but it was

         22      practical.

         23           We had a range of opinions on the objectives and which

         24      ones should be eliminated.  Then we agreed on strongly that

         25      adding facilities for cyclists and pedestrians were
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          1      completely out of the question and absolutely not going to

          2      be used by majority of people and upgrading existing 281

          3      north to 1604 to an expressway and also have the frontage

          4      road was a great idea.  Thanks.

          5                     SPEAKER:  My name is Elena Serna and two of

          6      my group members are from California, so we had a really

          7      interesting conversation about what they do in California.

          8      We also had a great Q and A session with Patrick Erwin,

          9      who's from the Alamo RMA.  Very helpful.

         10           We had a range of opinions on the importance of

         11      environmental protection, what that should look like.  Also

         12      the inevitability of growth.  Some of us just thought

         13      different things about just, in general, how best to address

         14      the transportation needs, obviously.  But we did agree that

         15      something needs to be done, that this is a real problem.

         16      Obviously, something that's taken a very long time to

         17      address so a lot of my group members really like number 10.

         18                     SPEAKER:  Yes.  My name's Lloyd.  Number one

         19      goal here was voted by all people on the table as the best
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         20      was, improve functionality is the biggest goal.  And along

         21      with that, number 2, maximum use of all access lanes and

         22      that the HOV lanes and the HOT lanes usually are empty while

         23      the free lanes are congested so, therefore, it does not look

         24      to those who use the highway as moving the maximum amount of

         25      people.  In other words, that's not the best improvement of
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          1      functionality goal there.  Number 3, the -- there was no

          2      lower-cost objectives so that was voted by all people that

          3      it should be one of the objectives.

          4           In other words, line 5, look at column 4, columns Lower

          5      Cost, was not an objective, which we think it should be, but

          6      so -- and that under objectives, which objectives troubled

          7      us, someone mentioned such as mass transit and bike lanes

          8      were what one person said silly objectives because most

          9      people wouldn't use them.  Basically, on that, it would be

         10      nice to have those options if there was unlimited funds and

         11      we could probably do everything.

         12           Basically -- so a lot of busy objectives, but not too

         13      much focus on real objectives that really get the job done.

         14      So I think that pretty much -- pretty much covers

         15      everything.

         16                     SPEAKER:  Good evening.  My name is Charles

         17      Forrester, group 8, pretty much ditto everything we've

         18      already heard, but one of the more interesting things was

         19      the surprise at the large number of options that were

         20      required to solve what appears to be a simple solution.  Why

         21      does the process have to be so complicated?  We kind of sat

         22      down, seemed there was a little bit of motion, maybe
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         23      (inaudible) figured out before it was all over that we were

         24      more united than we were apart.  So we really didn't have

         25      anything we disagreed on.  We did agree that we'd like to
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          1      reduce the conflicts between the local access and improved

          2      traffic.  We don't want tolls.  We would like to see

          3      competitive bidding on any solution, functionality was the

          4      most important criteria and we want to do the quickest, most

          5      cost effective and simplest solution.

          6                     SPEAKER:  Hi.  I'm Bob Terrell.  I represent

          7      table 1 -- 2.  The main thing that our table discussed was

          8      transporting the most amount of people from Point A to Point

          9      B and getting them through the corridor and how we were

         10      going to do that; reducing the conflict between the through

         11      cross traffic.  The tax rate for just this community -- you

         12      put in the toll option, obviously, it's going to be another

         13      tax.  We all know that.  To oust people who work in this

         14      area, the pizza guy, people in-betweeners, the stock boy at

         15      HEB, I can go on and on.  There's no way those are going to

         16      be able to afford the toll road.  We need to expedite this

         17      issue.

         18           I've built a house in 2001 in Encino Park.  I've come to

         19      every meeting just about.  This is ridiculous.  We need a

         20      phase master plan to talk about.  We don't have to do it all

         21      right now.  We can do part now, part later and keep going

         22      on, but we need a master plan that's modular that you can

         23      build on.  We need a free option.  Right now, we need to

         24      time the lights to reduce traffic lines.  The (inaudible)

         25      need the tax.  We need people in office that need to care
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          1      about our tax dollars.  We spend $200 million to build the

          2      expressway, option ten.  I think everybody in here wanted

          3      it, but we can't afford $250 million to build road

          4      (inaudible) all our (inaudible) doesn't make any sense.

          5           The noise -- the noise was an issue of the too many

          6      lanes, the safety and time.  Another thing, all the time

          7      issue is getting more wrecks, more people get killed, it's

          8      not being addressed, if we don't hurry this project along.

          9           We did -- A few of us like the elevated option.  I think

         10      it goes a -- certain times of day, it goes one way; another

         11      time of day you flip the traffic around, goes the other way.

         12      Number 12 option was way too broad.  We would accept number

         13      eight, but we want number ten.

         14           And one more thing.  And another thing is bottleneck 1604.

         15      If you're going to build 20 lanes over here, you're not

         16      going to have any on the other side of 1604.  -- doesn't fix

         17      it.  Aquifer.  My biggest concern (inaudible) is the

         18      aquifer.  And I didn't see anything up here about the

         19      aquifer.  I was born and raised here in San Antonio.  It's

         20      our only supply of drinking water and you've got to protect

         21      the aquifer.  And I don't think building 50 lanes across the

         22      top of it is going to help it along.  Thanks.

         23                     MS. DEMI:  I just thought of something that

         24      no one here has really addressed.  This table did talk about

         25      this a little bit and I talked about it with some people in
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          1      the very beginning.  This would be the only area that really

          2      has a toll road.  I think it'll affect all our property

          3      values.  I know that four years ago, if I had known that

          4      there would be a toll road, I would not have moved here.

          5      So, I mean, that -- that, to me, is a big deal.  That we

          6      would be the only ones that were totally disadvantaged in

          7      this area in terms of people buying homes here and that

          8      would -- it is -- it's discriminating if that's

          9      usually (inaudible) works.

         10           And I really -- I just wanted to thank you.  I think this

         11      was a really great format and I think it was a really

         12      wonderful meeting in the way you put it together.  The

         13      transparency's real important to me and I appreciate that

         14      you put it together.  Like you and Leroy and whoever else.

         15      Thank you.

         16                     MS. LINDA XIMENES:  James Dean with Alamo

         17      RMA.  So thank you for that.  Let me remind you to please

         18      fill out your comment cards and if you haven't given that to

         19      your facilitator, give that to your facilitator or put them

         20      in a box here.  (Inaudible.  Everybody talking)

         21                     MR. JIMMY ROBERTSON:   -- putting this

         22      together three months or so, so come end of January,

         23      beginning of February, we'll be coming back out for another

         24      meeting with you-all, be another meeting with the community

         25      advisors and with the agencies that we're working with.  So
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          1      stay tuned and check out the EIS pages on the 411 on 281

          2      website.  We're trying to put as much information up there.

          3      I appreciate the comment about the transparency.  That's a
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          4      lot of what we're trying to establish with our EIS process.

          5      So do check EIS pages on the website and thank you.  Thank

          6      you again for coming out tonight.  You-all take it easy.

          7                     MS. LINDA XIMENES:  On the back side of your

          8      comment card, there's an evaluation form.  You fill that out

          9      also.  And we want to recognize Spring Hill Event Center.

         10      They donated the refreshments, all of the support.

         11                                * * * * *

         12                         (Oral comments follow)

         13   

         14   

         15   

         16   

         17   

         18   

         19   

         20   

         21   

         22   

         23   

         24   

         25   
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          1                     MR. JOHN TEDOR:  I have a little bit of a

          2      concern about the format tonight.  I think that it was

          3      confusing to at least some people.  I know that some of the

          4      people at our table were very confused by the objectives and

          5      purpose.  They weren't clear.  Nobody really understood how

          6      to fill out those forms.  The overall format of having some
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          7      group interaction, I think, was good, but the specific forms

          8      that we were given were not that useful.

          9           There are too many alternatives and -- and the

         10      alternatives did not make clear whether it was a tolled or

         11      untolled option.  It looks to me like they're trying to

         12      stealth the toll option in and there was nobody at our table

         13      that wants to see the road tolled.  I don't think there was

         14      anybody here tonight that wants to see the road tolled for

         15      any of numerous reasons.  We should have the funds to build

         16      the road with overpasses and frontage roads in a nontolled

         17      configuration.  The money was there.  Where did it go?

         18      Let's just do it the way it was supposed to be done.

         19   

         20   

         21   

         22   

         23   

         24   

         25   
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          1                     MR. BYRON JUEN:  I was very concerned with

          2      the format of tonight's meeting, especially on the purpose

          3      and -- the objectives and the purposes.  I found the wording

          4      very ambiguous, difficult to understand.  You didn't know if

          5      you were voting for something that you were against.  Excuse

          6      me.  Voting is not the right word.  You didn't know if your

          7      opinion was -- if you were judging something that you were

          8      against and if you were actually being for it.  It was just

          9      very difficult to understand the format of tonight's
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         10      meeting.

         11           In addition, as it pertains to the MPO 2035 document

         12      that's steering this EIS, they didn't mention anything about

         13      diminished growth of single-occupancy vehicles.  Today,

         14      86,000 cars go over 281, whereas, the toll road would need

         15      200,000 cars a day just to break even.

         16           Another thing I found inconsistent in the documents -- in

         17      the working documents here is it is currently illegal in the

         18      state of Texas to encourage public-private partnerships.  In

         19      today's documents and in the MPO 2035, they are encouraging

         20      public-private partnerships and, once again, they are

         21      illegal.

         22           In addition to that, I would like to know what the Early

         23      Action Compact is.  I would like to know what is the Texas

         24      State Data Center and I would also like to know why is it

         25      that ACOG gets to approve population forecasts.  I would
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          1      also would like to see our state demographer present at the

          2      next EIS meeting.  His name is Carl Eschenbach.  Thank you.

          3   

          4   

          5   

          6   

          7   

          8   

          9   

         10   

         11   

         12   
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         13   

         14   

         15   

         16   

         17   

         18   

         19   

         20   

         21   

         22   

         23   

         24   

         25   
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          1                     MR. HAL FIESELER:  My name's Hal Fieseler.  I

          2      live in the Northwood Hills Subdivision, which is located on

          3      the corner of Bulverde and Evans Road.  The Bulverde-Evans

          4      Project addresses the run-off water from Bulverde and the

          5      fact that it is going to be treated before it enters the

          6      aquifer.  I'm assuming that 281 run-off will also be that

          7      way.

          8           But my concern is in that subdivision, Northwood Hills,

          9      it is served -- the whole subdivision is serviced by septic

         10      tanks.  Since '98, those -- a number of those septic tanks

         11      have been flooded and, of late, it doesn't take but about

         12      three inches of rain to go over the lateral lines, over the

         13      holding tanks and that water is -- the purification of that

         14      water has not been addressed that I know of in any of the

         15      meetings.  I've been to several meetings.
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         16           My question would be when and how would that water be

         17      treated if it's -- maybe they -- somebody don't even know

         18      it's happening, but I can show you where my lateral lines

         19      are.  It gets innundated every time it floods.  I've lived

         20      at that house 37 years.  I've never had an opportunity or a

         21      reason to sump the septic tank, sump out the septic tank,

         22      clean out the septic tank, because Mother Nature does it for

         23      me on a regular basis.  And this putrid water is going

         24      downstream and somewhere down there it enters the purified

         25      water that comes off of the Bulverde Road Project, 281
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          1      project.  It all ends up in the aquifer, but nobody wants to

          2      address the septic tanks being flooded in the subdivision of

          3      Northwood Hills.  And that is my concern.

          4           And I would like to have that addressed or be contacted

          5      or I would be glad to visit someone or have a representative

          6      come out.  I'll do a walk-through on my property, show

          7      exactly what happens when the flood comes and it comes on a

          8      regular basis now.  And that's basically what I'd like to

          9      say.

         10   

         11   

         12   

         13   

         14   

         15   

         16   

         17   

         18   
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         19   

         20   

         21   

         22   

         23   

         24   

         25   
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          1                     MR. RUSSELL SEGUIN:  First off, I just want

          2      to say that, based on what was covered tonight, that the use

          3      of my time coming to this event was not worthwhile.  Also

          4      wanted to go on record that the -- the sheets that were

          5      used, the worksheets, much of what was written on and how it

          6      was written was confusing and hard to understand what it

          7      means to agree or disagree, particularly on the comment

          8      card.  The -- the proposed and alternative worksheet, much

          9      of it was confusing what it actually was being proposed on

         10      some of these options.

         11           When it gets down to it, what will fix 90 percent of our

         12      problem, at least, is simply putting the overpasses that we

         13      have paid for and let's stop this nonsense and just get it

         14      done and stop holding us hostage on U.S. 281 north.  Thank

         15      you.

         16   

         17   

         18   

         19   

         20   

         21   
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         22   

         23   

         24   

         25   
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          1                     MR. DON DIXON:  I have quite a few concerns

          2      about the process.  I believe the -- the process should be a

          3      complete open form.  In other words, an open forum is where

          4      you have the presentation and then the public makes comments

          5      where everybody hears the comments at one time.  In other

          6      words, that's an open forum.

          7           I've been to Williamsburg, Virginia, and they explained

          8      in the 1700s how an open forum worked and it worked very

          9      well.  This was not an open forum.  This was, basically, a

         10      closed forum.  So you don't -- you don't get the reaction

         11      with the people present if you're in too small groups.  So

         12      the process, I don't think, it -- personally, I don't think

         13      was a good one.

         14           What the people want and what the people need is what

         15      they -- what the people can afford.  They already pay their

         16      gas tax and the registration fees.  These fees should be

         17      used for everyone.  It should not be discriminated against.

         18      If they use these fees and funds in a toll road, it

         19      discriminates against a lot of people because a lot of

         20      people can't afford to pay extra in addition to their gas

         21      tax and registration fees and the other taxes they already

         22      pay and on a right-of-way that they have already paid for

         23      years and years and years ago.  Now they want to convert

         24      that right-of-way to a toll road?  This is just wrong.  We
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         25      should never have any kind of law that allows that to
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          1      happen.  That is just -- That's, basically, very fraudulent

          2      act of the people in power and the politicians to ride over

          3      the people because take a right-of-way that they've paid for

          4      and then turn it into a toll road?  That's just wrong.

          5           What we need is we need to make sure that the culture of

          6      San Antonio is not destroyed.  This culture is very open,

          7      very friendly.  We welcome everyone to this community.  A

          8      toll road would be very, very unfriendly to our tourism

          9      business, to our military personnel that -- that are

         10      stationed here and our medical-needs people who work and

         11      come here for medical services.  And now we're going to put

         12      toll roads all over San Antonio?

         13           Or have a two-tiered system where the rich can afford to

         14      get on a nice road and then people who don't have those

         15      means are stuck in traffic or weaving through neighborhoods

         16      and hurting the neighborhood streets, causing those costs to

         17      go up.  This is just not the way to have a good

         18      transportation system.

         19           We need roads.  We've got our cars, we've got our trucks,

         20      but we don't have a road to use them on.  We need a freeway

         21      out here on 281 and we need overpasses that everybody can

         22      use and get it done.  These special interests that want

         23      these toll roads and people who say that we don't have any

         24      money, we're going to have to all work together to get the

         25      money to build a freeway that the people want.
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          1      STATE OF TEXAS   )

          2      COUNTY OF BEXAR  )

          3                      COURT REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE

          4                I, PATRICIA M. GREEN, Certified Shorthand Reporter

          5      in and for the State of Texas, hereby certify that I was

          6      employed to and did report in shorthand the matter entitled

          7      "2ND PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING FOR U.S. 281 ENVIRONMENTAL

          8      IMPACT STATEMENT" on NOVEMBER 17, 2009, and that the

          9      foregoing 42 pages of transcription were prepared under my

         10      direction and contain and constitute a full, true and

         11      correct transcript of my shorthand notes taken at said time

         12      and place and reflect, to the best of my skill and ability,

         13      an accurate record of the subject proceedings, and that an

         14      original and one copy only hereof have been prepared at the

         15      direction and for transmission to SONIA JIMENEZ, XIMENES &

         16      ASSOCIATES, INC., 421 Sixth Street, #1, San Antonio, Texas

         17      78215.

         18                WITNESS my official hand this the ____ day of

         19      ______________________, 2009.

         20   

         21                                 _____________________________
                                            PATRICIA M. GREEN, CSR #3614
         22                                 Expiration Date:  12/31/10

         23                                 KOOLE COURT REPORTERS OF TEXAS
                                            Firm Registration No. 413
         24                                 711 Navarro, Suite 101
                                            San Antonio, Texas  78205
         25                                 (210) 558-9484/FAX 558-3129
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